32fl                 Panchapadika

You cannot argue that even though Jaiminiis busy
wit^h the enquiry into Dharma he ought to discuss the nat-
ure of the self because it is implied by the Vidhivakyas
For, such an enquiry would be futile here.

Objection : How do you say that it is futile here,
since Dharma ,too requires a self which ought to be di&tinct
from the body.

Reply : It is not mere dharma that requires such a
self. It is only the 'phala' (result) which wants that self
and Jaimini is not concerned with the 'phala vicara'-

Objection ;  But there is "phalapeksba" even for
dharma. 'Dharmopadesa' cannot be ^nishphala" (useless),
and the phala is inevitable at some time in the future. Such
a phala is impossible in the absence of a distinct self. As
such an enquiry into the nature of the self. is necessary.

RepSy z Since this has been done in Uttara Mima- ,
msa by Badarayana, it was not undertaken by Jaimini.

Objection : But Badarayana's enquiry refers only
to Brahman and not to the 'codanaphala'.

Reply ; Jaimini *s enquiry establishes svarga which
is enjoyed by another body. This 'svarga bhoga' necessita-
tes an enjoyer who should be different from the 'Karya -
karana sanghata* (gross body).

Objection : Since we are able to establish the sel
through, the ^vakya paryalocana', it is not necessary for
Badharayana to undertake this enquiry into the self.